{No. 33] 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON H, R, 5956, TO AUTHORIZE THE 
LOAN OF TWO SUBMARINES TO THE GOVERNMENT OF ITALY 


Hovsr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, July 7, 1958. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short 
(chairman of the committee) presidin a 

The CHarrMan. The committee il please be in order. 

I wish to state that we had plans this morning to take up House 
Resolution 291, concerning the involuntary recall of reservists, par- 
ticularly since there seems to be a dire need in the Army for certain 
specialists, but because so many members of our committee, who are 
very much interested in this particular piece of legislation are in New 
York for most of this week, if not all this week, the Chair feels it is 

Maly fair tgthose members, who are unavoidably absent on important 
Grice? bugmess of the committee, to postpone the hearing on this 
rticular tGsolution until their return, because I know that there are 
me who e for and some who are against and would like to make 
lews-known. 

SotwWe perhaps will be able to reach consideration of this resolution 
ing recall of reservists next week. 

As=$he egmmittee knows, the authority we granted President 

man baek in 1950 to operate the Korean war expired on July 1, 
few days ago. 

Mr. Vinson. Do you mean, Mr. Chairman, the President does not 
have the authority to call reservists? 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. I thought the Brooks bill only fixed the number to be 
determined by the Congress. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. The Congress will determine the 
number. 

Mr. Vinson. Does he not have in the case of national emergency 
meee to recall reservists, subject to the number fixed by the 

ongress 

r. Ducanper. In an emergency hereafter declared. 

Mr. Vinson. Then there will be two thi to consider: That an 
emergency exists, and the number to be recalled. 

Mr. Ducanper. The Armed Forces Reserve Act, Mr. Vinson, - 
vides he may recall Reserves when otherwise authorized by low, 
Therefore, a joint resolution passed by Congress would be a case 
when otherwise authorized by law. 

_ Mr. Vinson. I understand we have for consideration a resolution, 
Mr. Chairman? 
The Cuarrman. Yes; the President is rather eager to have it, I 
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Of course, he doesn’t have to recall any of these reservists unless it 
is necessary, but if we should adjourn without extending this author- 
ity, and 3 or 4 months hence, he would have to have 500 skilled reserv- 
ists, he would have to call the Congress back into special session, and 
it — create quite a furor and give the wrong impression to the 
world. 

Mr. Vinson. Why do we limit it to several hundred? 

The Cuarrman. I think 750 was all that the Army says that it will 
need in fiscal year 1954. 

Mr. Ducanprer. The Army believes it can justify 750, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CuarrMan. It is my understanding that the Air Force, Army, 
and Marines do not need to call Reserves in voluntarily. It is only 
the Army that is suffering this acute shortage, and I think if we had 
more members of the committee present we could perhaps report the 
bill out today; but I think it is only fair to those members who have 
to be in New York this week that we wait until they return. 

Mr. Vinson. It is my suggestion you set it down for next Tuesday, 
and try to get the members here. With conditions like they are in 
Korea, with the likelihood of Congress adjourning in 30 days, we don’t 
want to leave it hanging in the air. 

I think if the chairman would ask the committee to meet next 
Tuesday and consider this, they might be here. 

The CurarrMan. I think that is a helpful suggestion. 

If there is no objection, and if this meets with the approval of the 
committee, we will set down for hearing next Tuesday morning at 
10 o'clock the hearing on House Resolution No. 291, the resolution on 
recall of reservists. 

The clerk will be sure to notify all members to be present, because 
it is an important matter, one in which the White House is very much 
interested. 

Now, then, members of the committee, this morning we have a bill 
dealing with the transfer of a couple of submarines, I think, to Italy, 
and a carrier to France. 

The Chair would like to just make a brief statement on H. R. 5956, 


(H. R. 5956, 82d Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To authorize the loan of two submarines to the Government of Italy 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the President is authorized to lend to 
the Government of Italy, for a period of not more than five years, two sub- 
marines for use by that Government to provide training for Italian units in anti- 
submarine warfare. The President shall, prior to the delivery of the submarines 
to the Government of Italy, conclude an agreement with that Government pro- 
viding for the return of the submarines in accordance with the provisions of this 
Act and in substantially the same condition as when loaned. 


It is a bill to authorize the loan of two submarines to the Govern- 
ment of Italy. Another measure would authorize the loan of a small 
carrier to the Government of France. 

That has been presented by the Department, but it hasn’t been 
introduced. It is my thought that these two measures could be 
combined into a single bill since they both relate to the same general 
subject, and a clean bill introduced. 

I think it would expedite action, and make it much more simple 
are certainly make it easier for us to get the bill ‘enaéted at a1 early 

ate. 
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You will recall that Public Law 3 of the 82d Congress forbids the 
sale, transfer, or other disposal of any battleship, cruiser, destroyer, 
or submarine unless it has been stricken from the Navy register in 
accordance with law. We are indebted very much to the gentleman 
from Louisiana who is largely responsible for that, and the gentleman 
from New York, in fact, members were very much interested. 
I think it was a wise provision that we wrote into the law at that time. 

Prior to that law, numerous ships were given to foreign countries 
under the Mutual Defense Assistant Act, and without reference to 
this committee. They would just give away a ship to anybody at 
any time, without even the Congress—not only the Congress, but even 
the committee on the Armed Services being informed, or advised. 

I think the restriction in Public Law 3 is a wise provision of law, 
since now we have the opportunity to look into auy proposed dis- 
position of our Navy ships to a foreign government. 

{S. 2277, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To authorize the loan of two submarines to the Government of Italy and a small aircraft carrier 
to the Government of France 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President is authorized to lend to the 
Government of Italy, for a period of not more than five years, two submarines 
for use by that Government to provide training for Italian units in antisubmarine 


are. 

Sec. 2. The President is authorized to lend to the Government of France a small 
aircraft carrier until six months after the cessation of hostilities in Indochina, 
as determined by the President, or five years after the date of this Act, whichever 
is earlier. 


Sec. 3. The loan of the submarines and the aircraft carrier shall be made subject 
to the condition that they be returned in substantially the same condition as when 
loaned unless damaged or lost through enemy action. 

Sec. 4. All expenses involved in the activation of the submarines and the carrier 
from the reserve fleet, including repairs, alterations, outfitting, and logistic support 
shall be charged to funds programed for the respective governments under the 
Mutual Security Act. 

The Senate committee had reported out S. 2777, which is a single 
bill covering both the submarines and carriers. Copies of that bill 
are before you and it is my suggestion that we consider the language 
of that bill, although we will report out our own, since the Senate bill 
has not yet passed. rw 

Admiral Good, Deputy Chief of Naval Operations for Logistics, 
is with us this morning. Admiral Good, we will be very pleased to 
hear your views as to how the best interests of our own Government 
would, in your opinion, be served by lending these ships to Italy and 
France. 


STATEMENT OF VICE ADM. ROSCOE F. GOOD, USN, DEPUTY CHIEF 
OF NAVAL OPERATIONS (LOGISTICS), OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF 
NAVAL OPERATIONS, DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 


Admiral Goop. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. We will consider the language in the Senate bill, 
since it combines the submarines and carriers dealing with both 
countries, but we will report out our own bill, H. R. 5956. 

Admiral Good, we are pleased to have you with us, sir, and the 
committee will be benefited, I am sure, by any explanation that you 
wish to give us justifying this legislation. 
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Admiral Goop. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I have prepared a written statement, but it is with reference to the 
language of the Senate single bill, 2277. 

opies have been furnished to all the members of the committee 
and the reporter. 

The CHarrMan. That is quite all right. 

You may proceed. 

Admiral Goop. The reasons why the Department of Defense thinks 
these loans should be effected are as follows: 

The Italian Government presently has no modern submarines in 
her fleet. The experience of the United States Navy indicates that 
effective training of air and surface antisubmarine warfare forces 
requires the use of modern submarine units as targets. The Italian 
Navy has been assigned important antisubmarine missions in the 
plans of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization forces. In order 
to assist in the training required for the successful execution of the 
proposed missions, it is considered highly desirable to lend two sub- 
marines for that purpose. Both the Supreme Allied Commander in 
Europe and the Commander in Chief, Southern Europe, have com- 
mented that the submarines are urgently needed to institute and 
maintain a proper basic training of surface and air forces in anti- 
submarine warfare operations. 

This loan would make available in a friendly navy two additional 
modern submarines that would be operational and ready to go to 
work in an emergency. At present these submarines are in our 
reserve fleet in such status that they would not be available in an 
emergency until after overhaul and reactivation. 

Prior to World War II, the Italians demonstrated their ability to 
operate and maintain a sizable submarine force. During the period 
since 1950 the Italian Navy has exerted its full efforts with good 
results in achieving a state of readiness to meet its assigned missions, 
and it has participated with great spirit in the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization naval training operations in the Mediterranean. It is 
considered that the Italian Navy would make effective use of these 
submarines in its training program. 

The estimated cost of activating these two submarines from the 
reserve fleet, converting them to “snorkel” type, and providing spare 
parts and torpedoes, is $8 million. This estimated cost, however, 
is not in addition to budgeted funds but will, under section 4, be 
charged to funds programed for the Government of Italy under the 
Mutual Security Act. 

With respect to the loan to France of a small aircraft carrier, the 
French have peoret their ability to operate a United States carrier 
of this type effectively in the case of the ex-U. 8. S. Langley. There 
are French crew and pilots trained and aircraft availale to man an 
additional small aircraft carrier. The military situation in Indo- 
china is, and it appears likely will remain, most difficult. Carrier air 
operations have proved valuable in the conduct of the campaign to 
date. The French must conduct continuous training to maintain 
samp J of carrier flight personnel and to provide replacements. 

e carriers themselves must receive periodic refit and overhaul. 
The loan of a third CVL will enable maintenance, training, and combat 
operations to proceed simultaneously. 
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Provision of a ship of the same type as the Lafayette (ex-U. S. S. 
Langley) will provide maximum flexibility in personnel and equipment 
and simplify logistic support. 

It is estimated that the cost of activation, necessary repairs, andthe 
accomplishment of essential alterations, outfitting (but not including 
aircraft and associated aircraft equipment), and logistic support 
until delivery, will be approximately $6 million. Due to the urgent 
need for the vessel by the French, reactivation work has already been 
commenced, using the United States Navy service funds. If the 
loan of this vessel be approved, section 4 of the bill provides that the 
ultimate charge will be to funds programed for the Government of 
France under the Mutual Security Act. Should the loan not be ap- 
proved, it is anticipated that the vessel will be recommissioned for 
service in the active United States Fleet. 

The Department of the Navy on behalf of the Department of 
Defense recommends the enactment of 8. 2277, or the House equiva- 
lent. This proposal is part of the Department of Defense legislative 
program for 1953. The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there 
is no objection to the transmittal of the proposal to the Congress for 
its consideration and that, with respect to the small aircraft carrier, 
this proposal is in accord with the program of the President. 

That concludes my statement, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairMan. Admiral, you say this legislation meets with the 
approval of General Gruenther and Admiral Carney? 

Admiral Goop. General Ridgway and Admiral Carney, sir. It 
came up before General Ridgway was being relieved by General 
Gruenther, sir. 

The Citarrman. We can reasonably rest assured that Gruenther 
would likewise approve, I think? 

Admiral Goop. My own experience in that area would indicate that. 

The Cuarrman. It is going to cost us $6 million to put into operating 
condition the two submarines? 

Admiral Goon. That is the total. 

The CuairMANn. That will come out of MSA funds? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How much will it cost to rehabilitate or put into 
active operation the carrier? 

Admiral Goop. Six million, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Some of us have been a little disturbed if not 
alarmed at the recent elections in Italy and the very narrow margin 
that Premier deGasperi is operating on. He is 72 years old, and on 
the whole has done a marvelous job. He has been threatened by the 
Communists on the left and the extremists on the right, the Monarch- 
ists. I wonder if you would comment on the wisdom of transferring 
the submarines to a country with such political instability? 

Admiral Goon. It does appear now, sir, that Mr. De Gasperi will 
be able to form a government, although admittedly with somewhat 
smaller margin of superiority than he had prior to the elections. 

The CHarrMAN. If we give them the two submarines, it perhaps 
would strengthen his hand, in your opinion? 

Admiral Goon: That is my belief, sir; that all the help that can be 
given him now is wanted on the basis of risk that you have to take in 
your dealings with all friendly foreign nations. 

The Cuarrman. We are merely loaning these ships; aren’t we? 
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Admiral Goop. Yes, sir. Title to the submarines would remain in 
the United States. 

The CHarrMan. Now, in case of dire emergency, if we wanted to 
get those submarines and the carrier back, how could we do it? 

Admiral Goop. That should be made a part of the intergovern- 
mental agreement by which the loan is effected, provided the Congress 
authorizes it, sir. 

The CuHarrMAN. So that we could at a certain date expect to have 
returned to us the submarines and the carrier in approximately the 
same condition—accounting, of course, for wear and tear and de- 
terioration—in pretty good shape, or in pretty much the same con- 
dition as when we turned them over to the foreign government? 

Admiral Goop. That is true, Mr. Chairman. e would have a 
_ to expect that the submarines would be in good operating con- 

ition. 

The Cuarrman. I can’t hear that. 

Admiral Goop. We would have a right to expect that the sub- 
marines be in good operating condition continuously through the 
period of the loan; that they could be recovered at any time. 

I should point out, however, that in case of dire emergency, the 
tactical situation at the moment might make it preferable to leave 
them in the hands of their foreign countries, provided they were 
susceptible to our direction. 

The CuHarirMaNn. But these foreign crews both in Italy and France 
have demonstrated a capacity to operate these vessels? 

Admiral Goop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miter. Wouldn’t it actually be to our benefit, Admiral, be- 
cause these submarines presently are not snorkel-type submarines, 
and the $8 million to convert them to suorkel-type submarines would 
be taken out of MSA appropriations rather than our own appropria- 
tions for the armed services, if they do have to be converted? 

Admiral Goop. That is very true, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, the MSA fund is merely a bookkeeping 
matter, because we put it up. 

Mr. Miter. At least, we get something back for it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Admiral, do I understand we are going to modern- 
ize these submarines to be of the modern type? 

Admiral Goop. They will be fitted with snorkel. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Therefore, all the secrets on this type of submarine 
will be available to the Italian Navy. 

Admiral Goon. That is right. 

Mr. Van Zanpv. Are you convinced that the security regulations 
that apply in the Italian Navy are adequate to protect those secrets 
against the Russians? 

Admiral Goop. My own personal opinion is affirmative, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In your opinion, Admiral, do the Russians have 
all the secrets of the snorkel-type submarine? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. They have no doubt determined that? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Therefore, we are not giving Italy the snorkel- 
type submarine with all its modern developments so as to be made 
available to the Russians? 
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Admiral Goop. That is true, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. The Russians already have it. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question at this 
point. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Admiral, these two submarines are strictly for 
training purposes; isn’t that correct? 

Admiral Goop. That is the primary purpose. 

Mr. Vinson. Will they become a part of the operating line of the 
Italian Navy, or will they be merely as training vessels? That is all 
they are for, for training purposes; isn’t it? 

Admiral Goon. No, sir; they will be in full operational condition. 

Mr. Vinson. They will then be a part of the Navy? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. While they are part of the Italian Navy they will be 
used to train the crews? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Are they being taken out of the line, of our fleet, or 
are they coming out of the mothball fleet? 

Admiral Goop. Technically, sir, they come from the Reserve Fleet. 
Actually, the hull numbers of the two submarines which might be 
transferred with congressional approval have not yet been selected. 
You will recall, sir, that we are engaged in a modernization program 
of our own, and when the legislative action is completed, then at that 
time we will pick the two most favorably situated to do the job. 

Mr. Vinson. Then as a matter of fact, these two submarines will 
come out of the line of our Navy after remodernization under this 
program? 

Admiral Goon. They will not effect the reduction in our own active 
forces, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. No; because we will bring two out of the mothballs to 
take their place. 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Admiral, you say this was approved by Admiral 
Carney and General Gruenther? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMAN. General Ridgway. 

Mr. Vinson. Isn’t there some law, that before any ship can be 
disposed of out of the Navy, that it must be approved by the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff? 

Isn’t there some law somewhere along that line? 

Admiral Goon. I am not sure it is a law, sir, but, whether it is or 
not, this transfer does have the approval of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Mr. Vinson. It has the approval of the Joint Chiefs of Staff? 

Admiral Goop. Yes, sir. They said that the proposal was mili- 
tarily sound. 

The CHarrMAN. Now, they have to seek our approval. 

Mr. Vinson. No furtber questions. 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Bishop? 

Mr. Bisuop. Has this program been O. K.’d by the U. N.? 

Admiral Goon. It has the approval of the standing group, sir. 

Mr. Bisnor. What do you mean by “standing group’’? 

Admiral Goop. The standing group are the Washington repre- 
sentatives of the Military Council of the U. N., sir. If you mean 
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has this been considered by the North Atlantic Council, I doubt it. 
It has been considered by the representatives of the Military Council 
here in Washington, and has the approval of that group, sir. 

Mr. Bisuor. How do you plan on getting it cleared by the other 
group? 
~ Admiral Goon. I don’t think it is necessary, sir. 

Mr. Bisnor. Why? 

Admiral Goop. Upon the completion of this loan, as Congressman 
Vinson pointed out, these ships become a part of the Navy, at least 
for the period of the loan, and it is their government, then, to the 
U. N., which makes those ships available to the U. N. or not, sir. 

Mr. Bisnop. Have you a record in front of you of how many such 
ships have we now loaned out under this same plan, or is this the first 
time this plan has been exercised? 

Admiral Goon. I am sorry, sir; I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Bisnop. How many times prior to this have you tried this 
same program, or is this the first trial of its kind? 

Is that why you are asking legislation? 

Admiral Goon. This is the first time, so far as I know, that either 
of these two particular loans have been presented to the Congress. 
There have been other ships transferred, sir. There are two subma- 
rines on loan to the Netherlands Government for substantially the 
same purpose, but under slightly different circumstances. 

Mr. Vinson. What about South America? Didn’t we loan some 
ships there? This is nothing new. 

dmiral Goon. Those are actual transfers, sir. 

The CuarrMan. These are loans. 

Admiral Goon. These are loans. 

Mr. Vinson. I might say, Mr. Chairman, that a year or two ago 
we transferred some hundred ships or more to China, and it is nothing 
new to transfer ships to other countries that are friendly to us. 

The CHairMan. We gave plenty to Russia, but we have never 
gotten them back. 

Mr. Bisuor. That was the point I was going to ask you. We gave 
them to Russia and, under the same, you say they are obligated to 
turn them back on call; is that right? When I say call back, by 
whom? Could the U. N. call them back, or would it take our Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, or who could recall them to us in case of emergency? 

Admiral Goop. You mean these particular ships, or the ones that 
were transferred? 

Mr. Bisnop. All of them. In other words, you will have them 
under the same category. What about all of them? 

Admiral Goon. That is just the point, sir. I am not an expert in 
lend-lease law, but I do know there is a difference between the lend- 
lease agreement with Russia and the lend-lease agreements with all 
the other countries. 

The Russian agreement was a single master agreement which 
covered everything and if my memory serves me correctly there is a 
— that those ships can only be recovered on certificate by the 

resident of the United States that they are required for the defense 
of the Western Hemisphere. In the case of the other conditions, like 
Britain and Brazil, there was an actual charter in the case of the 
individual ship entered into under lend-lease. In the one case, it 
required government-to-government action to have any chance of 
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getting the ships back. That is Russia. In the other case, the 
recovery was through the more or less normal processes of law. The 
charter party itself provided for the return of the individual ship when 
certain conditions were fulfilled. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, the Italian Navy and all the Mediter- 
ranean naval forces have been under command of Admiral Carney 
and will be under the command of Admiral Fetchler. 

Admiral Goop. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. These ships will readily be under the command of 
the Mediterranean commander. 

Mr. Bisnor. Mr. Chairman, I am only asking this to see if it is 
pore in the hands of the President or do we have to go through 
the U. N., or any other group to get the stuff returned to us in the case 
of emergency? 

Admiral Goop. It would be in the hands of the United States only 
in the case of the loan, sir. 

Mr. BisHop. In other words, then, it would take our military to 
enforce that option by the President on the recall, or would it come 
back to Congress for action? 

The CHarrMan. It would depend largely on the terms of the logn 
that would be worked out. 

Mr. Vinson. Of course, Congress doesn’t have anything to do with 
it after it passes this bill. It would be worked out under the terms 
of the agreement, which can’t exceed 5 years. 

Admiral Goon. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. The President, Commander in Chief, I would think. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman, with regard to 
the airplane carrier? 

The CHarRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Why don’t you designate the type of airplane carrier 
that is to be loaned? Under the language it could be of the Langley 
type, but the Langley type is an old type, and it would be CBL of a 
certain type. 

Why don’t you put that in the testimony so we will know what 
particular airplane carrier it is? My recollection is that we have a 
goodly number of airplane carriers in Indonesia. We would like to 
know which we are going to take out of commission to loan to France. 

Admiral Goon. Actually, sir, the official designation of the ship is 
CVL. The request for this ship came through Government State 
Department channels, and it was referred to there as a small aircraft 
carrier, similar to the U. 8. S. Langley, and we carried that language 
through, sir, on that act. 

Mr. Vinson. Then that will let the Congress know that it can’t 
be one of the supercarriers. It has got to be a CVL 22 or 21 or 
whatever number you want. 

Admiral Goon. I think their numbers are 26, CVL 26. 

Mr. Vinson. What do you mean by “logistic support?” Does that 
include airplanes? You say in here— 
all expenses involved in the activation of the submarine and the carrier in the 
reserve fleet, including repairs, alterations, outfitting and logistic support. 

Are we furnishing airplanes, too? 

Admiral Goop. Airplanes have been furnished separately as 
another part of the MSA program, sir. The French already have in 
their possession sufficient aircraft to put an air group in this carrier. 
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Mr. Vinson. Then we will tell the Congress we have already loaned 
them the airplanes, and this is just the ship from which the airplanes 
can operate; is that correct? 

Admiral Goop. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Gen. Ralph Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. Admiral, on the reactivation of these vessels will 
that all be done in this country or might some of it be done abroad? 

Admiral Goop. No, sir; it will all be done in this country. The 
ships will be ready to operate when they sail from here. 

Mr. Devereux. It wouldn’t be possible to have some of it done 
abroad, and use counterpart funds from the mutual security funds? 

Admiral Goon. That is a difficult question to answer, sir, but my 
snap opinion would be it would turn out more expensive, because 
the components and spare parts and things like that which are re- 
quired are available only in this country. 

Mr. Devereux. The question of while these ships are on loan: 
Do we have any right of inspection to see that they are being kept up? 

Admiral Goop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. We will have that right of periodic inspection? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

You will remember that the Mutual Security Act provides for a 
certain amount of control by the United States after any equipment, 
if it were a marine tank that were placed in the hands of a foreign 
government, through the military assistance advisory groups in each 
of the foreign countries; we do have the right to surveillance, to see that 
the material is ~ erly maintained and that the people are employed 
in the way in which they were supposed to be employed. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Admiral, will we have any personnel on those boats 
continuously or will they just go there for periodic inspections? 

Admiral Cheon No, sir; the Italians and French are perfectly capa- 
ble of operating the ships which will be transferred to them. 

Mr. Jounson. As to those airplanes you talk about, I was down at 
Langley when we turned over some airplanes to the French carrier, 
the Dixie, several years ago. 

Are these the ones that will be used, or of this type, that will be used 
down in the southwestern part of Asia, off the Asian coast? 

Admiral Goop This carrier is expressly adapted to the employ- 
ment of the F-6-F, sir. 

The CuarrMan. It is to be used chiefly in the Indochina theater 
where they need it most. 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. 

Is this carrier and these airplanes designed to implement the war 
they are conducting down there now? 

Admiral Goop. In Indochina, you mean? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

4 Admiral Goon. Yes, sir; they are well suited to that particular 
uty. 

Mr. Jounson. That is the very purpose of them; isn’t it, to give 
them a little more punch down there? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir; that is right. This carrier could not 
operate modern jets. . 

Mr. Jounson. What? 

Admiral Goop. This carrier could not operate modern jet aircraft. 
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Mr. Jounson. I understand that. The types we gave them are 
outmoded now, as far as our Air Force or Navy is concerned, those 
that we gave them down at Langley 3 or 4 years ago. 

Admiral Goop. Perhaps I am trying to interpret your questions or 
rather answer them, too technically, sir. 

This carrier employs propeller type aircraft, of the best World 
War II models; the F-6-F, and the F-4-U. Those aircraft are well 
suited to the work in Indochina and considerable numbers of the 
Corsair, the F-4-U, are’still employed by our own troops in close air 
support in Korea. 

A part of the First Marine Air Wing is equipped with them. 

Mr. Jounson. I was directing my question more to the aircraft that 
are going to fly off the carrier. They are the types that we turned over 
to them several years ago down at Langley; is that right? 

Admiral Goop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. The very purpose of them is to implement the war, 
the land war going on, with air support from this carrier? 

Admiral Goop. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. I think that is all. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wickersham? 

Mr. Wickxersuam. have no questions. 

The CuHatrman. Mr. Price? 

Mr. Price. No questions. 

The CHatrmMan. Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Bennett. I wanted to ask you a while ago when you were 
telling about the fact that we have the right of surveillance: Is the 
exception in the case of Yugoslavia a specific exception, or is it just 
the refusal of them to comply with our requirements? 

We do not have surveillance over their property, as I understand 
it; we have furnished them under our aid program. 

Admiral Goon. I could answer that question probably best off the 
record, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. I don’t want any secret information. 

The CuHatrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Admiral, coming back to the submarine: Will it be 
under the operational command of Admiral Thacker when he takes 
over? I notice where it is going to be identified with antisubmarine 
warfare approval. 

It would probably be under the command of the senior naval 
operational officer, Admiral Thacker. 

Admiral Goon. Again speaking technically, the NATO forces, those 
contributed by the several nations to the NATO, are under the com- 
plete operational control of an Allied commander when they are in 
fact engaged in exercises, but for all practical purposes the control of 
those units is in the hands of the Allied commander on the spot, and 
in that case it would be Admiral Fletchler. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Do we have a military-assistance group working 
in French Indochina? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zandt. Therefore, we have at the present time in French 
Indochina a military-assistance group that is aiding in the training of 
personnel for the carrier, also personnel for the aircraft? 

Admiral Goon. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Van Zanprt. And part of this training is also inspection; is it 
not, for the maintenance of the ship concerned and it is identical with 
the program that we have with Chistes Kai-shek in Formosa, where 
we turn ships over to him and furnish operating personnel to train 
the ships crews? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BisHop. Suppose you were called down before the U. N. on 
testimony as to this proposition which looks like it is definitely ahead 
of us, of the United States being guilty of furnishing all of these coun 
tries with facilities? 

What would be your answer to them? 

The Cuarrman. Facilities for war. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think the admiral occupies 
that position in our Government to answer those questions. 

The CHarrMan. He doesn’t at all. I don’t think we should ask 
him that. 

Admiral Goon. I am willing to answer, sir, because he asked me 
if I were called before the U. N., and my answer would be—— 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, this legislation has received the approval 
of Gruenther, of Carney, of our Joint Chiefs of Staff. I think we all 
can readily see that it would be of great help, not only to France, 
but—and to Italy—but to the cause of the free nations. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee report 
H. R. 5956, the bill introduced by the chairman, which provides for 
the two submarines, and that when the bill is taken up on the floor 
of the House, that the Senate bill, 2277, which deals with both the 
submarines and airplane carriers, if that bill has passed the Senate, 
then the chairman is authorized to substitute the Senate bill for the 
House bill. If that occurs, then when the House bill goes to conference 
the chairman is authorized to accept the Senate bill taking care of air- 
plane carriers. 

The CuHarrMAN. We are getting into a little legislative problem here. 
Mr. Blandford. 

Mr. Buanprorp. My suggestion is, Mr. Chairman, that the com- 
mittee report a new bill. = other words, take the language of the 
Senate bil and report a new bill, because that is already the bill that 
is on the Senate Calendar. 

The CuarrMan. Would you have identical language which would 
avoid a conference? 

Mr. BuanpForp. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Let the record show that the committee has had a 
hearing on the new bill, which is the same as 5. 2277. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. We have no bill before us. 

Mr. Buanprorp. We have H. R. 5596, which instead of reporting 
as being amended would be reported as a clean bill. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Bishop developed a point which I think should 
be written into the bill. That is that it should be a CVL type 
carrier. I am afraid of this latitude, by saying it would be a small 
carrier. 

The CuatrMan. There is one question that should be asked, and 
that is what priority these submarines and the carrier have in regard 
to MSA funds. 
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Suppose MSA funds were drastically reduced. Would we still have 
priority for spending money to recondition these two submarines and 
the carrier? 

Admiral Goop. In the case of the two submarines to Italy, they 
are the first priority against the fiscal year 1954 program, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. They have first priority, a high priority? 

Admiral Goop. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Bishop. 

Mr. BisHop. I want to ask the Admiral a question: With this bill, 
does this give the people who were lending—to whom we are lending 
it, the privilege of using it in case of an emergency at war? 

Admiral Goon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s vote. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Vinson has moved that we report a new, 
clean bill, a House bill, with language similar to S. 2277, that deals 
not only with the two submarines, but also the carrier. 

Mr. Vinson. And that this hearing be credited against the new 
bill, and the new number. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

All in favor say “aye.” 

Opposed “no.” 

It is unanimously carried. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, it is understood we will mention in 
the committee report that it is a specific type of carrier? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Admiral Goop. May I make a suggestion in that connection, sir? 

There are two sub types of CVL’s. One is the Langley class on a 
11,000-ton hull, and the other is Wright class on a 17,000-ton hull. 
= be completely descriptive, it should say “CVI. of the Langley 
class.”’ 

The CuatrMan. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. Vinson. Does that mean the Belleau Woods type? That is 
17,000 tons. 

Admiral Goop. No, sir; she is on the 11,000-ton cruiser hull. 

Mr. Vinson. We will put that in the report. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I think the hearing should show the aircraft 
carrier to France also is priority 1, highest priority with MSA funds. 

The Cuarrman. It would be 2 submarines and the carrier, all 3 
have highest priority on MSA funds. 

Mr. Vinson. This hearing is on the new bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. It is on the new bill. 

The committee will stand adjourned subject to the call of the Chair. 
I don’t think we will meet before rae? We will stand adjourned 
until next Tuesday morning, at 10 o’clock, when we will consider the 


recall of the reservists, when other members of the committee return 
from New York. 

The notice was out for a hearing tomorrow, but ignore it. There 
will be no meeting tomorrow. 

Admiral Goop. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Admiral. 

(Whereupon, at 11:25 0’c 


ock, the committee recessed, sine die.) 
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